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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claim 14 is objected to because of tine following informalities: Line 8 of claim 14 
filed via the preliminary amendment dated 12/30/2004 recites "data/hour" information, 
whereas the other claims filed all recite "date/hour". The "data" recited in claim 14 is 
believed to be the result of a typographical error. Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claim 25 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. The language of claim 25 
indicates that it is dependent in nature (i.e., "The video storing apparatus..."); however, 
claim 25 fails to depend from any other claim number. For the purpose of prior art 
examination, claim 25 will be treated as depending from claim 13. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



Application/Control Number: 10/519,956 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2621 

4. Claims 13-17, 22, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Elberbaum (US 7171106 B2). 

Re claim 13, Elberbaum discloses a video generation processing apparatus 
comprising: a plurality of imaging apparatus each for picking up a video (Elberbaum: 

Figs. 1-8, 17, and 19 all show multiple cameras as inputs); video storing means for 
storing the videos picked up by the plurality of imaging apparatus and additional 
information of respective videos (Elberbaum: column 2, lines 37-42, "recording and 
retrieving video signals generated by a plurality of synchronized video transmitters, 
each incorporating an individually allotted identification code signal, into and from a 
digital recorder having at least one main memory storage device for routinely recording 
the camera signals in endless rotation"); related-video condition generating means for 
generating related-video conditions that relates to base video from the video and an 
additional information stored in the video storing means (Elberbaum: column 2, lines 47- 
50, "storing the compressed individual signals along with the individual identification 
code thereof and the time and date of the recording in a continuous cycle into at least 
one main memory storage device to full capacity"); and video acquiring means for 
acquiring related video that meets the related-video conditions from the video storing 
means (Elberbaum: column 2, line 61 -column 3, lineS), wherein the videos picked up by 
the plurality of imaging apparatus are processed so as to display a plurality of videos 
which are related with each other and satisfy predetermined conditions (Elberbaum: 
column 17, lines 4-10, multiple cameras may be selected for split display). 
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Re claim 14, Elberbaum discloses that the video generation processing 
apparatus acquires an imaging position information of the base video from video storing 
means by using first predetermined conditions that select the base video (Elberbaum: 
column 14, lines 34-43, location information may be included in the identification code), 
and generates the related-video conditions based on the acquired imaging position 
information and date/hour information contained in the first predetermined conditions 
(Elberbaum: column 2, lines 47-50, "storing the compressed individual signals along 
with the individual identification code thereof and the time and date of the recording in a 
continuous cycle into at least one main memory storage device to full capacity"). 

Re claim 15, Elberbaum discloses display processing means for processing the 
base video and the related video to display simultaneously on one screen (Elberbaum: 
column 17, lines 4-10, multiple cameras may be selected for split display). 

Re claim 16, Elberbaum discloses that an imaging apparatus for picking up the 
related video and an imaging apparatus for picking up the base video are different 
respectively (Elberbaum: Figs. 1-8, 17, and 19 all show multiple cameras as inputs). 

Re claim 17, Elberbaum discloses that the related-video conditions contain the 
imaging position information and the date/hour information (Elberbaum: column 14, 
lines 34-43, time/date and location information may be included in the identification 
code). 

Re claim 22, Elberbaum discloses that respective videos are ordered in 
response to a priority rule when the related video contains at least two videos 
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(Elberbaum: column 2, lines 42-44, alarm event data receives priority and is stored in a 
separate memory). 

Claim 24 recites the corresponding method for implementation by the apparatus 
of claim 13. The arguments presented for claim 13 are applicable to claim 24, and, 
therefore, claim 24 has been analyzed and rejected with respect to claim 13 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Elberbaum (US 7171106 B2) in view of Monroe (US 6970183 B1). 

Re claim 18, Elberbaum discloses a majority of the features of claim 18, as 
discussed above in claim 16, but Elberbaum does not explicitly disclose that the related- 
video conditions contain a position information of neighboring areas adjacent to a 
position indicated by the imaging position information and the date/hour information. 
However, Monroe discloses a multimedia surveillance and monitoring system, wherein 
multiple cameras may overlap to monitor a location (Monroe: Fig. 48) and the sensors 
may be synchronized to provide time stamped records of an event from multiple 
cameras (Monroe: column 6, line 62-column 7, line 4 and column 35, lines 17-19). 
Since both Elberbaum and Monroe relate to recording video data and additional 
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metadata information for later retrieval, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention would have found it obvious to incorporate the multiple camera focused on a 
single event, as disclosed by Monroe, with the monitoring system of Elberbaum in order 
to provide the most comprehensive coverage of an alarm event, thereby increasing 
robustness of the system In the event that one camera fails to record an alarm scene 
(Monroe: column 35, lines 19-22). 

Re claim 19, Elberbaum discloses a majority of the features of claim 19, as 
discussed above in claim 16, but Elberbaum does not explicitly disclose that the related- 
video conditions contain position Information of invisible areas that are not picked up In 
the base video and the date/hour information. However, Monroe discloses a multimedia 
surveillance and monitoring system, wherein multiple cameras may overlap to monitor a 
location (Monroe: Fig. 48) and the system can map the sensors (Monroe: Fig. 48; 
column 13, lines 64-65; column 16, lines 14-16), thus indicating on a map areas both 
within the sensors' field of view and not within the sensors' field of view. Since both 
Elberbaum and Monroe relate to recording video data and additional metadata 
information for later retrieval, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
would have found it obvious to Incorporate the multiple camera focused on a single 
event and sensor mapping, as disclosed by Monroe, with the monitoring system of 
Elberbaum In order to provide the most comprehensive coverage of an alarm event, 
thereby allowing flexibility in the user's viewing of the monitored events (Monroe: 
column 16, lines 14-16). 



Application/Control Number: 10/519,956 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2621 

Re claim 20, Elberbaum discloses a majority of the features of claim 20, as 
discussed above in claim 16, but Elberbaum does not explicitly disclose that the related- 
video condition generating means acquires imaging position information of video 
adjacent to the base video in a video feature space to generate the related-video 
conditions. However, Monroe discloses a multimedia surveillance and monitoring 
system, wherein multiple cameras may overlap to monitor a location (Monroe: Fig. 48) 
and the sensors may be synchronized to provide time stamped records of an event from 
multiple cameras (Monroe: column 6, line 62-column 7, line 4 and column 35, lines 17- 
19). Since both Elberbaum and Monroe relate to recording video data and additional 
metadata information for later retrieval, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention would have found it obvious to incorporate the multiple camera focused on a 
single event, as disclosed by Monroe, with the monitoring system of Elberbaum in order 
to provide the most comprehensive coverage of an alarm event, thereby increasing 
robustness of the system in the event that one camera fails to record an alarm scene 
(Monroe: column 35, lines 19-22). 

Re claim 21, Elberbaum discloses a majority of the features of claim 21, as 
discussed above in claim 16, but Elberbaum does not explicitly disclose that the related- 
video condition generating means acquires imaging position information of videos 
having a relevancy with the base video in meaning contents to generate the related 
video conditions. However, Monroe discloses a multimedia surveillance and monitoring 
system, wherein multiple cameras may overlap to monitor a location (Monroe: Fig. 48) 
and the sensors may be synchronized to provide time stamped records of an event from 
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multiple cameras (Monroe: column 6, line 62-column 7, line 4 and column 35, lines 17- 
19). Since both Elberbaum and Monroe relate to recording video data and additional 
metadata information for later retrieval, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention would have found it obvious to incorporate the multiple camera focused on a 
single event, as disclosed by Monroe, with the monitoring system of Elberbaum In order 
to provide the most comprehensive coverage of an alarm event, thereby Increasing 
robustness of the system in the event that one camera fails to record an alarm scene 
(Monroe: column 35, lines 19-22). 

7. Claims 23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Elberbaum (US 7171106 B2). 

Re claim 23, Elberbaum discloses that the additional information of respective 

videos stored In the video storing means contain Imaging position Information, date/hour 
Information, and Imaging apparatus information (Elberbaum: column 14, lines 34-43, 
time/date and location information may be included in the identification code). 

Elberbaum does not specifically disclose that a data structure of the video storing 
means Is composed of a two-dimensional arrangement In which a first axis Indicates the 
Imaging position Information and a second axis Indicates the date/hour Information and 
then Information of the imaging apparatus that shot a predetermined imaging position at 
a predetermined date/hour are saved into a cell at which a predetermined imaging 
position information and a predetermined date/hour information intersect with each 
other. However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that one of ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time of the invention would have found it obvious that the creation of such a two- 
dimensional data structure simply matches up stored video clips that include associated 
metadata with the particular metadata selected by the user. This methodology provides 
no clear benefit over any other data retrieval scheme, and its inclusion in the system 
would be an arbitrary decision of the system designer. 

Re claim 25, arguments presented above in claim 23 are applicable to claim 25, 
and, therefore, claim 25 has been analyzed and rejected in view of arguments 
analogous to those presented in claim 23. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

a. Video recording apparatus and method, and centralized monitoring 
recording system; Nishijima et al. (US 7088907 B1) 

b. Video cassette recorder for and method of performing high-speed 
searching of important information, such as desired time or alarm data; Lee (US 
6608962 B1) 

Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHRISTOPHER FINDLEY whose telephone number is 
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(571 )270-1 199. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:30 AM- 
5:00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha D. Banks-Harold can be reached on 571-272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Marsha D. Banks-Harold/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 

/Christopher Findley/ 



